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" CHRONOLOGY OF SLSITAKST SESSIONS • 
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; 1. men the lfixon Administration cam© into office on 

January 20, 1969, it accepted the agreement reached two 
<£ays Garlio ' r ky.US representatives in. Paris to begin the 

Paris Lootings on Viot-Hasa on January 25th. (On 
• November 2 the BUY had publicly indicated its agreeaen 
to participate in a four-party conference, including 

w 4J> 

the representatives of the GVN, for the purpose of finding 
a peaceful settlement to the Viet-Hsua problem,) 

2, Ambassador Lodge's opening statement at the first 

plenary set forth concrete proposals for negotiations : 
restoration of tho DBZ; mutual withdrawal' respect for ‘ • 

territory of Laos and Cambodia; essential elements of 
Genova Accords as a basis for peace; nor© effective 
international supervision; early release of POVte on 

■ t • 

both sides, 

i* • * 

3, The other side, in tho first plenary on January 25, 
insisted that tho US initiate sprioue discussions with 
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the HtPi They declared that the 4 and 5 point programs 

«o»t be taken as a basis for political solution. The 

% 

KLF o&id tli&t on the h&sjLs of ite 5 points it \?as 
with the other parties, to initiate the work of the 

s « 

Comoronco* Eivc to bo—oclIIocI l! concj^ote n Accues 

* § , 

without speaking of ending aggression cannot lead to 

correct solution . Th© D3V said it had already many tines 

♦ 

rejected cur DM2 proposal. 

I * » 

4. In the second plenary (January 30) we reiterated 
♦ • 

our willingness, to work out D35S arrangement® and emphasized 

that th® key to a solution is mutual force withdrawals. 

Tho other side claimed w® wore trying to sidestep the. 

* * • 

substantive questions, namely ending our ‘’war of aggression'’ 

• • 

and respecting th© fundamental national rights of the- 

Vietnamese people. They supported the 'movement of the 

■ 

. . * 

South Vietnamese people to set up a peace cabinet in 

Saigon so as to. start serious negotiations. They reiterated 

rejection of our DMZ proposal,. They said 1 tho Geneva Accords 

have both political and military aspects, but the political 

are basic, and it is on that basis that military questions 

must be settled. The DRV 4 points are an indivisible 

whole and tied together both political and military aspects. 

<* 

5. In the third plenary , February 6, we stressed 

* • 

our efforts to find common ground; both sides said solutions 
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had to be based on s c 1 f - d s t e rm :i nation , This, v/e said, 
required solution of specific military problems. T ?e 

♦ 

did not thereby set aside the importance of political 

* 

matters as the other side seemed to imply, but these were 
matters for the South Vietnamese people to decide, and 

the separation of military forces, as we had proposed, 

* » ' 

would help create the climate in which the political • 

♦ 

process could go forward. We stated, with regard to our 

mutual withdrawal proposal, that as North Vietnamese 

. 

forces withdrew into North Viet -Nam, US and allied with- 
drawals would commence. 


6. Rejecting our mutual withdrawal and DI.1Z proposal 

» # * 

once more, the other side -made a strong attack on the GVN 

* 

Despite the fact, that the ELF said it wished "to have 


s 


useful discussions with the other parties to advance toward 
a correct settlement of the South Vietnamese problem," 

* 

they said, flatly in the came session that the "Paris . 

- <. • 

f • 

< 

Conference will not be able to make any progress while 
the Thiou-ICy-Huong Administration remains in place." They 
said that no question related to South Viot-Ham could be 
settled without serious discussions with the ELF, and if 

the US did not reply seriously to the 4 and -5 points. 

♦ 

They accused the US of wanting to discuss only the military 
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aspects of a settlement 0 They rejected our notion of 

common ground in discussing self-determination , saying 

% 

wo spoke only of rights of our "agents." ' • 

7. Xn the following plenary, February 13, we 
underlined our support for the GVN as the- legal and 


legitimate government of South Vibt-Kan, and stated that 
no undertaking of importance could be carried out regarding 
SVH without GVK’s approval. Far from denying the importance 

J 

of political issues, v/e recognised thoir importance in 
any lasting settlement "and we will- support any political 


settlement arrived at freely by the South Vietnamese 

• themselves." We also explained our point of view on 

. • * 

the. other side's points on reunification and the foreign 

policy of South Viet-Nam. \7e reiterated' our hope that 

• • » 

the .other side would respond positively to our concrete 
proposals on the DMZ, mutual withdrawal and POT/s. 

8. The other side accused us of stepping up the war - 
• and trying to strengthen the "puppet army;" It called * 
our proposals "empty statements" and said progress could 
be made only if US renounced the Saigon Administration 

4 

and considered the 5 points. By recognizing the 5 points, 

* * 

a solution could be found for all substantive, problems. 

* 

They said that far from .there being common ground on 

the questions of self-determination and the Geneva Accords, 

* 

V * r Classified 


7orc i A 



REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES 


DECLASSIFIED 


iJjT 





as w© bad stated, our points of view were completely 

9 % 

« 

* 

opposed. They asked whether the US agreed to total * 

* * 

* « 

and unconditional withdrawal and to dismantle our 

* • 

military bases* 

*♦ 

9. In the fifth plenary, February 20, wo again 

4 

tried to focus on common ground, despite the fact that 

the other "side had spoken only in terras of unconditional 

» * 

demands. We outlined what we considered to be the 

» 

essential elements of tho 1954 Geneva Accords, which both 
sides had said should bo the basis for a future settlement 
Our DMZ and mutual withdrawal proposals were concrete 


proposals designed to implement these essential element 


s* 


We added that the other side seemed to agree that military 

0 • 

issues wore fundamental since they had spoken of US 


• » 


withdrawal as a "fundamental question. " 

10, During tho next three plenaries we summed up 


our proposals and stated our point of view on various 

• - / 

* • 

matters raised in tho other side's position, such as our 
support of fundamental national rights and self-determination 


in an attempt to encourage discussion and seek common ground. 

. 11, During February and early March, the other side 
shelled a number of populated areas including, on February 23 
March 3 and 6, Saigon. At the Sixth Plenary on February 27 
and Seventh Plenary on March 6, we said these attacks on 
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Saigon raised a question as to tho other side's true 

* 

% 

desire to work towards. a peaceful settlement* Tve said 

% 

* • 

• • 

that tho understanding which was s&ado. clear to the North 

Vietnamese prior to the stopping of the bombing remained 

*« 

4 

in force* Tfe referred to the President's statement on 
• • 

March 4 that we would not tolerate • a continuation of 

a violation of an understanding and that there would be 

• • 

an appropriate response to tho attacks if they continued. 

t 

12* The other side reiterated their "firm" rejection 

% 

of our proposals and attacked the Nixon Administration 
policy of de ~ Ame ricanissi n g the war, saying this attempt 
by the United States to gain a position of strength was 
bound to fail and merely proved the United States was 


stepping up the war. They said we had- not yet responded 

• J 

to the 5 points. 

13. On March, 20 at the 9th plenary, the other side 

f 

claimed that their attacks were merely a response to the 

« » 

# 

* « • 

US intensification of the war. They stated the most 

* • 

important problem is total and unconditional US and 
"satellite" withdrawal and attacked the three conditions 
President Nixon had sot for US troop reduction in his 
press conference of March 14. This means, they said, 
that tho US will maintain its troops indefinitely, since 
these conditions cannot be satisfied as long as the US 
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maintained its present tactics* They reiterated there 

% 

can be no solution to the V ie t-].Tam problem unless it'is 

« 

♦ 

based on 4 and 5 points. The ELF added that if the US 

really wished to end the war and totally and unconditionally 

withdraw, the ELF was always ready, in concert with all 

# 

t 

the parties present at the conference table, to settle 

the .Viot-Han problem on the basis of respect for fundamental 

♦ 

national rights. 

14. From the 9th to the 13th plenary sessions 

(March 20 to April 17) we laid out chapter, avid verse of 
« 

the North Vietnamese presence in. South Viet-Naia, Laos and 

♦ 

Cambodia, to show that North Vietnamese in the South was 

4 

the crucial fact of the war and to demonstrate that mutual 
action must be the basis for a settlement. The other 

side’s discussion could not be regarded as serious until 

» 

they recognised there must be a mutual withdrawal* We 
had made clear, we said (April 10), our willingness to * 

4 

begin US and allied withdrawals simultaneously with the * 
withdrawal of North Vietnamese forces. 

15. During this period, the GVN made two important 
moves. On March 25, President Thieu offered to hold 

m 

private and unconditional talks with the NLE on the 

* 

« 

subject of political settlement. And on April 7,' Thieu 

• * * 

• * 

made public his 6-point basic solution. 

• • 

... .. • fiECRET/NODIC 
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16, On March 27 (10th plenary) , the KLF called 

ft 

Thieu's private' talk offer "not serious," and reiterated 

% 

, • 

its call for direct KLF-US conversations, In the April 3 

ft 4 

plenary, the ELF delegation quoted* a March 27 ELF Central 
Committee statement calling Thieu's proposal a "perfidious 

m 

t ft 

maneuver," and saying that unless the US agreed to with- 
draw and renounce Tk£eu~Ky -Huong , no format for conversations 

♦ • . 

could lead to settlement. On April 10, the other side 

4 

4 

rejected Thieu*s 6 points, saying they v/er© an attempt 

« • 

to get the PLMi to lay down their arms and accept the 
puppet regime. On April 17, tho other side accused the 
• US of wanting to mark time so as to get oh. with Vie trsamisat ion 
of the war and renewed their attacks on the 6 points, 
saying the pjo-called "free elections" would really be 

4 

ft 

organised under the present regime. They cited tho 19G7 

4 

ft 

HLF political program on coalition government. They said 
• • • 
the .5 points present not only problems of principle, but 

9 

% 

' concrete questions as well and demanded that the US respond 

• • ' 

seriously to them. 

4 

17. At the 14th plenary on April 24, we significantly 

» 

elaborated our position, especially on withdrawals and 

4 

relationship of political to military questions. We 

- 

noted that it was time to get down to the task of bringing 
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the war. to an end by seeking "practical solutions to 

♦ 

« 

« * t 

practical problems," One key practical step was for 

external forces on both sides to begin their withdrawal, 

• • 

We quoted Secretary Rogers' New York speech of April 21 

a » 

on the possible consequences, of withdrawals (de-escalation 

* 

t 

of fighting, cease-fire) and the necessity for North 

Vietnamese troops to withdraw from Cambodia and Laos. 

• * 

We said we saw no reason why military- and political 
issues could not be worked out at the same time. For the 
first time we hinted at an alternative path to peace but 
said a negotiated settlement would significantly hasten 
peace. 

18. The other side launched a strong attack on 
V ie t namizat ion, saying the President's peace plan as 

' J 

4 

revealed in his April 18 press conference showed only that 

• » 

the US was trying to negotiate from a position of strength. 

They said that the 4 and 5 points contained specific and 
• • 

realistic points, not just generalities as we had charged.' 

19. At the following plenary on April 30 we emphasized 

* 

• * 

the necessity of mutual action, in’ withdrawals as well as 

in the DMZ and the POW issue. T7e reiterated that with- 
drawals could begin simultaneously aiid be phased over an 

agreed period of time. .Of equal importance was North 

> • 
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Vietnamese withdrawal from Laos and Cambodia. 'T/o' 

emphasised we were ready to listen to -alternative proposals 

■ 

on the basis of mutual action* 

20 e The other side continued its attack .on Yietnaiai&a 

« * 

specifically referring to US troop "withdrawal rumors.” 

« 

US good will, they said,, lies not in pulling out a for/ 

thousand or 10 thousand, but whether it wanted to withdraw 

totally and unconditionally. The'NLF stated its interest' 

# 

in "free and democratic" elections on the one-man, one- 
vote principle , The NLP said it was ready to enter into 
discussions with the other parties on the basis of its 


position, 

. 21. At the 16th plenary on May 8, we explicitly 
spelled out our two-track approach: Our first objective 
is a negotiated settlement; to this end we had made several 

f 

t 

concrete proposals and the GVH had stated it v/as prepared 
to discuss a political settlement with the NLP; military - 
and political discussions could 1 proceed simultaneously.' 

But in the event the other side was not yet ready to 
negotiate, President Nixon on April IS had set 3 factors 
for the unilateral reduction of US forces. Peace, 

therefore, could coae more rapidly or less rapidly, 

• ^ 

22. In the same plenary session .on May 8, the other 

t 

side presented the NLP’s 10-point "global solution." 


DECLASSIFIED 


..SEefffiT/NOBTS- 




I 



REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES 

DECLASSIFIED 


• - 11 . 


•I 

‘l 


23, On May 16 we formally presented President 

1 • 

* 

Hixou’s May 14 speech containing our negotiating proposals 

• • 

on mutual withdrawal according to an agreed timetable 
« , 

(major portions over a 12-month period) , political settle- 
ment and related issues, and stressing our willingness to 


talk about other proposals consistent with our principles, 

24, At this and the following sessions , we tried to- 

ft 

find common ground between the proposals of both sides 

* 

♦ 

now on the table, and attempted to elicit. clarifications 

« 

on several of their points. Although the ten points took 

« 

* • • 

into account the issues we had raised in the Paris Meetings, 

. the other side sought nevertheless to deny that common 

« 

* * 

• • 

ground existed. In rejecting our proposals, the other 

« 

side refused to do any more than repeat their points and 
» 

demand that we accept them before serious discussions could 

♦ 

begin. • 

25. At the 18th plenary on May 22, we outlined 

issues on which both sides seemed to bo taking a common 

approach: reunification, DMZ, FOWs and a number of other 

military questions; on other matters, such as withdrawal 

and political settlement, our approaches were different, 

. * 

We said there were a large number of proposals where 

« 

* I 

♦ 

sufficient common ground existed to have detailed and 

• • 

productive negotiations immediately. Where we differed, 
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we should begin discussion of these questions in -earnest 

* 

% 

and right away to search for agreement in principle.’ 

' 

« 

We affirmed that the basis now existed for productive 

m 

discussions of key issues and that our side was ready to 

engage in .such discussions, 

• « , 

I 

26. At the following two sessions on May 29 and June 5 

we carried our efforts to define issues further . Tfe said 

♦ 

two issues, the withdrawal of all external forces and 

• • * 

internal political settlement f emerged from both sides* 
proposals; there were also a number of other important 
matters which either derived from these or were affected 

by them, such as POWs 6 On withdrawal , we - had clearly 

* 

» 

stated our willingness to withdraw on a. specified time- 

. » 

« 

table; we asked where was their timetable? On political 
settlement, they said President Nixon had ignored the. 
issues of coalition government and how elections were to 
be organized; but vre as well as the GV1T recognised that ' 

r 

♦ 

an equitable political settlement would require a fair 

process of free choice. Tfe asked why the other side 

♦ 

did not respond positively to President 'Thieu’s offers 

• . 

for discussions. In addition, we asked a number of 

■ 

specific questions designed to elicit clarification of 

* ' 

some of the other side's points. 



REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES 


DECLASSIFIED 


•■S3S0BHWBODSS- 






<V7 rm,. 


*(. The other side continued to attack the President 

* 

» « 

% 

May 14 speech for its insistence on actual withdrawal 

I 

and not addressing the problem of coalition government. 

* 

On May 16, for example, the other side said the parts of 
the 10. points v/s considered unacceptable were precisely 

l 

the most fundamental and crucial questions, and that v/e 

were therefore not making an adequate reply. On May 22,' 

. * 

they said that the 2-stage US timetable for withdrawal, 

with the final stage left indefinite, proved US designs 

to prolong its troop presence. The DRV rejected our POW 

remarks by reading May 21 DRV Foreign Ministry statement 

setting forth their policy. The best way to get our men 
♦ • 
home was to reach immediate understanding on the basis 

« 

of the 10 points. At the 19th plenary on May 29, the 
other side called their 10 points and President Nixon’s 

I 

8 points "fundamentally different," 

• 

28. At the 21st plenary on June 12, we presented 

* 

• • 

the results of the June 8 Midway meeting between Presidents 
Nixon and Thieu. The two Presidents had reiterated their 
common resolve to reject any system or program or any 
particular form of government, such as coalition, v/ithout 
regard to the will of " the people of South Viet-Nara. They 
declared they would respect any decision by the people of 
South Viet-Nam that is arrived. at through free elections. 


DECLASSIFIED 


.SKaaBBSOEK^-- 



REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES 


declassified 


• -14. 


V 

Mutual vfj.th<5rav.-al could commence simultaneously and 
proceed expeditiously on the Li ns x»3 of a mutually acceptable 
timetable o Despite the fact that the other side's' 10 ‘ 
points contained certain unacceptable provisions, there 

* 

* * 

were certain points which appeared not too far from the 
positions. taken by the GVH and the US, . The replacement 
of 25,000 US troops by -the end of August was announced, . 

I 

and w© hoped the other side would respond, both on the 

battlefield and at the conference table, 

« • 

29, At tho June 12th plenary the other side reported 
the formation of the Provisional Revolutionary Government, 

i • 

as the expression of the South Vietnamese people's "genuine 

* i 

right to self-determination, " thus unmasking the real 

* , 

character of the Saigon Administration, The PRG delegation,. 

♦ 

headed now by Lime. Binh in place of Tran Buu Kiem, ■ 

• «• 

"solemnly" declared "it is continuing negotiations with 

• at 

the other parties to the Conference." They attacked the . 

• * 

25,000 troop replacement as a "token" and a maneuver to 
deceive public opinion, and charged that the Midway 

coramunique emphasized the Nixon Administration's determination 

♦ 

. • 

to cling to Thieu-Ky-Huong and its mutual withdrawal 
. ^ 
position. On June 19, the other side referred to Midway 

as opening a "door to war," . 
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30. In the following several plenaries, we repeated 

» 

* • 

* 

our efforts to find common ground despite the other side’s 

♦ 

rejection of these efforts. At the 24th session on July 3 

♦ 

we summed up our side’s initiatives. Y/e cited President 

Thieu’s June 9 statement on his return from Midway that 

♦ 

his March 25 offer of discussions with the ELF still stood 
and "everything can bo discussed. " Y/e again criticized 

♦ 

t 

the other side for refusing to negotiate with the GYM, 

despite the fact that they had come to Paris' knowing the 

meetings had as a purpose precisely that. 

31*. During these plenary sessions, the other side 

♦ 

mounted strong attacks on Vietnamization and on the 

i « 

"maximum military pressure" we were applying on the 
battlefield. In addition, especially at the 23rd and 

« 

24tli sessions (June 26 and July 3), they- repeated the 

$ 

*• ♦ • « 

political provisions of the 10 points at length, without, 

90 

hov/ever, elaborating in the slightest on their position 
or answering the questions we had repeatedly posed; On 
July 3, the DEV quoted a strong July 1 statement of the 
DRV Foreign Ministry . describing US sabotage of the 1962 

Geneva Accords- on Laos. On the came day, the DRV also 

* 

announced the liberation of three US prisoners and 
« 

• • 

permission for others to receive gifts on the occasion 

9 9 

of US Independence Day. T/e expressed appreciation and 
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the hope that this would load to more ..general releases 
and other humanitarian measures and v/e said we were 
ready here in Paris to discuss detailed arrangements* 


r> a 

V>2 0 


♦ 

At the 25th plenary on July 10, the other side 


denied they had a negative attitude toward negotiations* 

They were ready to discuss unconditional US withdrawal; 

. 

they were ready to enter into discussions to form a • 
provisional coalition government as per the 10 point 
program; and they were ready, -on the basis of the principle 


and essential content of the 10 points, to reach agreements 

♦ * * 

with the other parties to put an end to the war* 

ii * 

33, In the 2Sth plenary on July 17 the GVN Delegation 

* 

formally presented President Thicu's July 11 ’’concrete 

political solution" which restated the principle of 
♦ 

* « 

self-determination for the South Vietnamese people and 


• * 


called for an electoral solution to the Viet-Nam problem. 

•» 

« 

The July 11 proposal set forth principles according- to 

* 

which these free elections could take place including the 
participation of the NLF, if violence is renounced and 
•they pledge to accept the z-esults of the elections, the 
formation of an electoral commission to monitor the 

elections with the participation of the NLF 'and inter- 

« 

« • 

national supervision as an additional guarantee. The 
GVN declared its willingness to discuss timetable and 
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procedures of such elections with the . liLP and reaffirmed 

* 

4 

ft , 

the readiness of the GYN "to hold private talks with 

« 

the NLF , without preconditions, to discuss the above 

and any other questions toward the restoration of peace 

♦ 

% 

and national reconciliation," The. July IX proposal also 

noted that "there must bo a connection among elections, 

internationally supervised withdrawal -of non-South • 

* 

Vietnamese forces, and an end to violence and terrorism*" 

34. With the July 11 proposal by the GYN our side’s 

» 

• • 

negotiating position was essentially complete,. Ambassador 

t 

Lodge supported the. GVN proposal quoting President Nixon: 

« 

"President Thieu’s offer marks the culmination of a long 

« 

series of steps by the South Vietnamese and American 

Governments all of which together demonstrate clearly the 

• * • * 

sincere desire of our two governments to negotiate an 

* 

* * M 

honorable and rapid settlement of the war.,,. If the 

• a» 

<• 

other side genuinely wants peace it now has a compre-. 

% 

• I 

hensive set of offers which permit a fair and reasonable 
settlement." 


35, The other side immediately rejected Thieu's 

proposals saying the important question is who organises 

• * 

' » 

the elections and that "everyone knows that 'as long as 

« ft 

American troops continue to occupy South Viet-Nam, its 
people can in ho vray have genuinely free and democratic 


elections without external interference 
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i 


3Go Subsequently vie 'have successive! 3 ' sought, to 

* % 

* * 

restate and clarify our side's proposals as well as probe 

t 

tbe position o:C the other side, and have sought to engage 
the other side in serious discussion, 

« 

37 * In rebuttal at tho 28*!;h plenary session on July 31 9 

1 

we Quoted President Nixon's July 30 statement in Saigon 

that "wo have gone as far as we can or should go in opening 

. • 

the door to peace, and now it is time for the other side 
* 

to respond" to our side's offer "which is as generous as any- 

* 

ever made in the history of warfare." In the 29th session 

• ■ • 

on August 7, after summarizing our side's most significant 

proposals and actions, we told the other side, "You refuse 

to discuss and explore our proposals, much less negotiate 

* 

them. . . .No have done all that we can do by ourselves to 
bring a negotiated peace to Viet-Naw, Now it. is time for 

« 

you to respond." • 

4# 

: 38. • In the 31st and 32nd .sessions (August 21 and 28) 

* . * 

• . • 

we raised the prisoner of war issue. At the 31st session 
wo read and handed over to the DRV Delegation a Senatorial 
statement on PONs signed by 42 Senators condemning North 

4 

Viet-Nam's treatment of prisoners of war. At the 32nd 
session wo called upon North Viet -Nam to identify prisoners, 

• 4 

allow for impartial inspection of PON camps, exchange of 

t 

mail, and early release of sick and wounded. The DRV responded 
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tliat they treated .US 'captives according to a humane policy, 

even though they have "committed crime's." 

% 

39, Following Eo Chi Mini: ’ s death on September 3, the 

DEV sought ' to postpone the regularly scheduled plenary 

session for a week.- The PEG then sought a.n additional day's 

♦ 

postponement purportedly to reflect a period of mourning 
of "the South Vietnamese people" proclaimed by the PEGi At 

i 

0 * * 

GVN request, we said the meeting clay proposed by the PEG was" 

i » 

not convenient, - and we proposed an additional day's delay. 

m 

T'he PEG accepted our proposal, and the 33rd meeting was 

held on -Saturday, September 13. We began that meeting by 

saying "Today as these meetings resume, let me reiterate 

• • • 

our belief that the end of t'he sterility of our proceedings 
is long overdue." We then returned to the prisoner question, 

pointing to the other side’s inhumane treatment of POYfe and 

• * 

failure to abide by Geneva Convention, drawing on statements 

by two recently . released POVs (Frishman and Hegdahl). Yfe- 

* ' 

* • 

read portions of the Congressional resolution signed by * 

4 

101 Representatives of both parties and also noted the 
resolution passed at the International Red Cross meeting 

in Turkey by a. vote of 114 to 0 that Geneva Convention, of 

. 

1949 regarding treatment of POWs "applies." to each armed 

* * 

conflict between two or more parites to the Convention 

• ' 

without regard to how the conflict may be characterized." ' 
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40. The other side rejected .ear accusations on mis- 

» 

• • 

treatment of .prisoners of war and said v;o had forced recently 

• • 1 • 

released POV's to give distorted statements concerning their 

♦ 

imprisonment . 

41. At the 34th session on September 18, we. noted ‘ 

* • • 

several proposals our side had. made tor negotiations and . 

noted we had taken a number of concrete steps. In this 

. 

light we officially tabled the September 16 announcement 

by President Nixon of a reduction in the US troop ceiling 

« 

in South Viet -Nam by December, 1969, to 484,000 troops, 

a further reduction of 35,000 since the Midway announcement 

• * 

i ♦ 

in June. 17e also reviewed our efforts and proposals including 

our side’s willingness to discuss the other side's 10 points 

• » 

« • 

along with' other plans. We stated that the only non- 

negotiable item is the right of the people of South Viet- 

• 1 * 

Ham to determine their own future free of outside interference 

m 

42. The other side continued to reject the US announce- 
. . ' * 

went of further troop withdrawals as being "drop-by-drop" ' 

• * 

• » 

withdrawals to appease US public opinion. The DRY further 

• • 

said that President Nixon had failed in his campaign promises . 

i § 

to end the war . The DRV also disputed that the US had ' 

* • 

proposed free elections, saying we had actually proposed 
elections "within the framework of the present regime in 
Saigon." 
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43, In the 35th session on September 25, we noted 

* 

that at the same time wo were removing troops in accordance 

. • . 

♦ 

with the August and December 15 deadlines, North V:let~Nam 
had just sent regular iJVil army battalions for the first 

* 

time into the Delta region, thus expanding the deployment 

, * * 

of HVN forces. We also quoted President Nixon's September .18 

4 « 

statement that "On September 2 NVN's chief negotiator in 

■ 

Paris said that if the US committed itself to the principle 

of totally withdrawing its forces from South Viet -Nam, 

« 

• i 

and if it withdrew a significant number of troops, Hanoi 

would take this into account,,., I repeat hero today. .. .that 

• * 

« 

we are prepared to withdraw -all .our forces." At the 36th 

, 4 ' 

session on October 2, we quoted President Nixon's September 26 

i 

* % 
press conference statement confirming the" right of the 

South Vietnamese people, to choose their own leaders without 

, 4 

outside imposition either by us or anyone else and that now 


I 
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is the time for Hanoi to stake the next move. At the 36th 

• * * 

4 

session the other side rejected pur proposal for mutual 

withdrawal as "absurd" and "obviously unacceptable for us," 

* 

and derided replacement of a second cut of 35,000 troops 

r 

as "insignificant." 

44. At the 38th’ session on October 16, the DRV called 

for rapid, total and unilateral US withdrawal in expanded 

language: "It should not be a piecemeal withdrawal, but 

a total withdrawal. • It should not be a withdrawal dragging 

•• 
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over many years, but* a total withdrawal within’ a few months... 

» • 

. • 

At the same session we reviewed efforts mad© by oiir side 

. 

and our force reductions. l\ T e also again noted other side's 

refusal to negotiate with GVH, either in private and 

* ' 

secret talks or any other. way. 

% 

* • • 

45 o In response to a North Vietnamese call for 
private and direct talks between US and NLF/PRG delegations 
Ambassador Lodge said that "we are ready and willing to • 

l 

carry on private and direct talks in which all those 


represented on .each side at these meetings will participate." 

46. Also at the* 38th session Ambassador Lodge took 

* 

4 

the other side to task for its "abusive attack on the 

* 

» 

President of the United States." To highlight the other 

» 4 

side's attitude, at the ‘39th session on October 23 
Ambassador Lodge declined to read his prepared statement, 
noting the other side's repeated "demands for unilateral . 
actions on our part" and use of "vituperative language." - 

47. At the 40tli session on October 30, in an effort • 


4 • 


to promote serious negotiations, ' Ambassador Lodge proposed 
holding a restricted session on the follov/ing Tuesday to 

4 

include the four principal spokesmen, * each accompanied by 

« * * 

no more than three advisors. He proposed that each spokes- 

* 

man could raise any subject he wished and, to limit propaganda 

» 

proposed that there be no public release of the record 


of such meetings 
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4So .Both spokesmen for the othei* side rejected the 

proposal* The PRG spokesman again maclo harsh charges of 

» 

escalation of the war and criticised Ambassador Lodge* s 

* 

refusal to read his prepared statement the preceding week, 

saying the Ud Delegate had "impudently accused us" of 

* 

* 

"bexng- abusive” toward bin when "v/o procisiined the truth*" 




Both spokesmen. agalncalled for "direct and serious" talk 

> • 

between the US and the PRC- » • • : 

49. . In response to the other side's rejection of 

our proposal for restricted sessions we said "v/e are ready 

* 

to carry on direct talks, privately or publicly, in which ' 

• • 1 

all those represented here participate...-. Therefore, ray 

proposal regains ponding in tho hope that at some future 
• • 

« 

datG you will be able to respond to it in a raore constructive 


way,*.' 

9 

50. In the 41st session on November 6 we quoted 

extensively from President Nixon's November 3 speech on 

Viet -Nam,- We noted that President Nixon had stated 

* * 

"that the US will persist in its search for a just peace 


in Viet-Nara ... through a negotiated settlement if possible, 
or through continued implementation of our plan for Viet- 
n animation if necessary." We. also quoted portions of the 

speech noting that in the peace talks "the obstacle is 

* 

• 1 t 

the other side's absolute refusal to show the least 
willingness to join us in seeking a just peace. 
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51. ,r We have noted the reduced level of North Viet- 
namese infiltration into. South Viet -Ham and the reduction 
of our casualties. We are basing- our -program of Viet- 


nanization partially on these factors 


o o c e 


You could 


make no greater mistake than to assume that an increase 

in violence will be to your own advantage." 

52. The other side devoted their statements to 
• . 

attacking the President's November 3 speech, calling it 

» 

t 

obstinate and perfidious argumentation. The DRV spokesman 

went to some length to defend -Hanoi’s efforts for peace 

. • . 

and criticized, the US for divulging the secret meetings. 

53 ^ In the 42nd, 43rd and 44th sessions (November 

* 

•* 

13, 20 and 26) we continued to highlight the President's 

♦ 

i ft i 

November 3 speech. At the 42nd session we noted increased 

• * « 

public support for President's policy to negotiate a just 
peace in Yiet-ITata, 


54. Also, at the 42nd session, the GVN made a signi- 

m 

• * 

ficant effort to got negotiations on the POW question- 

* « 

moving by offering to release 62 sick and wounded North 
Vietnamese POVvs in accordance with the 1949 Geneva Convent! 

55. The other side began in the 42nd session to 
typify President Nixon's November 3 speech as a "war 

speech," denounced the GVN decision to release 62 POWs 

4 * 

as a "maneuver" to conceal "the crimes it has committed" 
and demanded that all prisoners held by the GVN be freed 
on South Vietnamese soil. 
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56 o At the 43rd session, in response to a question 

by Xuan Thuy concerning our withdrawal timetable, we 

* * 

employed the following clarifying language in rebuttal: 

% 

"President Nixon said on November 3: ' v/e have offered 

the complete withdrawal of all outside forces within 
one year.’ This is our proposed timetable. If you have 
any other proposal for mutual withdrawal of non-South Viet- 
namese forces, we will be prepared to consider it." (The 

PEG six-month proposal followed three weeks later, on 

» . 

December 11 » ) 

o7 0 the PEG devoted its entire presentation at the 
44 til session to a condemnation of' the "Son My massacre." 

In contrast to the PRG's sharp attack, the DRV in the 

» • 

44tU session again tried to make its position appeal" 
flexible o Xn the rebuttal period DRV spokesman (Thuy said 

we .feel that points two and three of the ten points are 

, • 

completely flexible. It is a matter of principle. If .. 

« 

the US accepts this principle, it will be possible from - 

4 

4 • 

then on to enter into concrete discussions of US troop ' 
withdrawal." Thuy added that if the US accepted the two 
essential principles of US withdrawal and coalition govern- 
ment, they were ready to have concrete discussions at 
a.ny time on these two Questions and any other Questions. 

58. At the 45th session on December 4, Ambassador 
Lodge took advantage of his last session to repeat our 
side’s proposals and actions, and contrast them with the 
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other side’s failure to negotiate seriously." In conclusion 

* 

Ambassador Lodge re-emphasised that the US still "seeks 

« * 

* • 

an early negotiated settlement" and that in spite of his 

« • 

resignation "the President’s representative will continue 

to participate fully" in the meetings. In rebuttal to the 

« 

other side’s continued accusations against the US concerning 

l 

the Son My incident, Ambassador Lodge noted that "our 

policy is in direct contrast to your own deliberate use of 

terrorism as a matter of conscious policy." 

* 

4 

59. At the 46th session on December 11 we emphasized 

• . 

the contradictions in the other side’s position and again 
called for humane treatment for prisoners. We quoted 


President Nixon’s statement on December 8 that we are 

waiting for a serious proposal from the other side and in 

• • 

the meantime we would continue our plan for orderly reduction 

of American forces and a strengthening of the self-defense 

• ^ * 

9 4 

capabilities of South Viet -Nam. 

• ^ 

60. .The other side denounced our "downgrading" of 

# 

* . * 

the talks through our failure to name a successor to 

Ambassador Lodge and because of our emphasis on Vietnamiza- 

tion. Xu&n Thuy began his boycott of the sessions at this 

• . 
meeting. The PRG also modified Its earlier demand for 

Immediate, total and unconditional withdrawal of American 

troops by calling for a total and unconditional withdrawal 

"within six months." In rebuttal we re-emphasized our 
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willingness to discuss any proposal for mutual .withdrawal 

* * 

and quoted President Mixon that "the US Delegation at these 

meetings is able to discuss anything that is. brought up 

* * 

seriously" by the other side. 

61. At the 47th session on December 18, we formally 

• * 

noted President Mixon's December 15 announcement of a 

< • 

third troop reduction of evt least 50 f 000 tx*oops n.ud *x 
reduction of tho troop ceiling by 115 f 50Q‘ by April 15 tt 

m 

m 

Wa again said that while other side blocks progress of 

• * 

talks, v/e would pursue our alternative plan developed 

« 

with the GVN for the complete withdrawal first of all 

• • 

US combat forces and eventually of other forces on an 

• • 

« 

orderly timetable. We also .noted the House of Represent a~ 
tives Resolution passed 4.05 to 0 condemning che other 
side's treatment of POWs. We asked a number of questions 

4 

on the other side's points two and three, in the hope of 

• % 

obtaining clarification of tlieir position on withdrawals 

We have since pcsod these questions numerous times, without 

* 

receiving answers. 

* • 

62, In response to our proposal to hold the next 

session nearly two weeks later on December 30th because 

of Christians, which they had been advised in advance 

9 % 

we would make, the other side counter-proposed December 23 

• m m 

to "maintain the customary frequency." In the debate that 
followed, the 6ther side argued that tho US proposal 

Classified 
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would ranks the next- meeting "too far removed from" the 

• • 

December 18 session and "would affect the pace of our 

♦ * 

* 

future meetings." Tho DRV questioned ‘our reasons for 

* 

« 

proposing the Decembo.v 30 date but. finally agreed with 

provision that "if this proposition affects the normal 

* 

*4 

work of the Conference „ the US Delegate mis t bear the 

4 * 

entire responsibility." At this session, the DRV accused 
us of downgrading the conference in an attempt to sabotage 

* ' 4 

% 

it. They characterised their position on withdrawal a 

* t 

"clear matter of principle" which was "flexible and 
generous.", . 

63. At tho 48th session on December 30 we devoted 
our whole statement to the POW issue. The DRV spokesman 
quoted at length from a December 24 statement by DRV 

4 

9 * 

Foreign Minister Hguyen Duy Trinh that because of DRY’ 


s 


* 

reservation to Article 85 of the 1949 Geneva Convention:, . 
the POWs came under DRV jurisdiction and that the Geneva 

Conventions are not applicable. The PRG spokesman stated- 

• » * 

that they had chosen six months' for US withdrawal because . 

• • 

this was a sufficient period for the US to pull out its 
troops without running into technical difficulties 0 
Madauo Binh did not cone to the meeting. In subsequent 
meetings, her attendance has been sporadic. 

* 

64. At- the 49th plenary session. on January 8, we 
returned to our proposal for restricted session. Ambassador 
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Habib proposed that the agenda for the first ‘restricted 

^ t 

session be the two sides’ 'respective proposals on political 


settlement and withdrawal of forces 


When the other side 


rejected our proposal, labeling it "non-sex-ious," a 

» • 

’’perfidious maneuver" to cover up US "aggression" and 

‘i 

further evidence of our desire to downgrade the Conference, 
we suggested alternating restricted and public sessions. 

t 

. 

The other side hold firm in their rejection. The PEG said 

the only criteria for judging our seriousness was whether 

« 

we. were willing to discuss unilateral US withdrawal and 

» 

coalition government. The DRV said that if we really 
wanted to negotiate seriously and raise concrete questions, 


nothing prevented us 


from doing. so in plenarj’- session. 


* 

Finally., we agreed to a plenary session, the following week, 

escpressly reserving the right to bring up our proposal 
« 

again, 

’ % 

65, At the 50th plenary (January 15), DRV spokesman 

4 

Lau called the problem of who was to organise elections 

« 

"important, decisive," but he failed to respond to GVN’s 
invitation to discuss political settlement. 

66, In a further effort to stimulate serious dis- 
cussion of the issues, and at the same time clearly 
illustrate the other side’s use of sterile polemics to 

* 

serve as a basis for future decisions on timing of 
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plenary sessions, at the following throe plenaries, we 

confined our prepared presentation to discussion of a 

; 

single issue political settlement on January 22, 

* 

troop withdrawal on January 29 and an extensive presents- 
tion on POWs on February 5. We continued to pose questions 

A 

designed to lead the other side to .a clarification of 

I 

■ A 

their position . They asked us, in return, whether we 

would agree to the PRG's six-month US withdrawal proposal 

and coalition government and when we would agree to direct 

conversations with the PEG. The DRV made special pre- 

• • 

* • 

liminary • statements protesting alleged US bombing of 

North Viet -Nam, which we rebutted in standard fashion. 

In. rebuttal on February 5, Madame Binh referred to • 

* 

Liberation Red Cross statements of 1965 and 1967 as 

« 

spelling out PEG POW policy. (Le Due Tho returned to 
• • 

Paris from Hanoi on January 30 to attend a meeting of 

• « 

« 

the French Communist Party. He remained in France until 

* 

April 10, "when he left for Hanoi. Ha Van Lau left Paris 

# t 

♦r • 

for Hanoi on February 11.) 

67, At the 54th plenary on February 12, we summed 
up our initiatives to get meaningful discussion started 
and underlined the refusal of the other side to clarify 

their own position. The PEG devoted most of- its statement 

* 

for the second week in a- row to US troop withdrawal, 
specifying that total withdrawal meant all troops 
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combat, support as well as logistics — and rapid with-. 

• ■ 

drawal meant in a short period, not over years. In that 

fc 

* ♦ 

spirit, the PEG had made its six-month withdrawal proposal 

% 

• • * 

They asked whether the US was prepared to act in that 

♦ 

fashion. 

'* 

68,. For the first time, we had no formal prepared 

» 

I 

statement at the 55th plenary session on February 19, 

* 

4 

but made brief informal remarks instead, in an effort to 

stimulate give-and-take discussion. We repeated that we 

were prepared to act on the principle ox total and rapid 

US withdrawal, but that to do so we needed to know what 

the other side was prepared to do regarding Worth Viet- 

■ 

namese withdrawals. The DRV restated their claim that 

their position on withdrawals was ’’flexible and generous 

♦ * * 

at the same time.” They repeated that’ concrete discussion 

4 

on US troop withdrawals could begin if the TJS accepted 
total, unconditional and rapid withdrawal within a few 
months, and they reiterated support for the PRG six-montlr 

4 

# 

proposal. In rebuttal, the DRV attacked ‘the President’s • 

4 

4 

foreign policy message of February 18, as containing 
nothing new and just deepening the impasse of the Paris 

4 

4 

Meetings. They said the message confirmed the US desire 
to prolong the war through Vietnamization and said nothing 

A 

about unconditional US withdrawal.. We said that despite 

. * 

the other side’s attitude, we intended to continue to try 
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to engage them in meaningful discussion. The PRG devoted 

. * 

their statement to a denunciation of US "chemical warfare." 

« 

« 

69. We .devoted the bulk of our remarks at the next 
* 

six plenary sessions to an exhaustive presentation of . 
our views on the P0T7 question, drawing on the President’s 
statements on the issue contained in his February 18 

I 

message, pointing out the ’other side’s failure to extend 
humanitarian treatment and our readiness to work out 

4 

arrangements for the release of PQWs on both sides. We 

made another effort to focus attention on the plight of 

US POWs held in' South Viet-Nam.. We called the POW issue 
# 

a "fundamental issue," "an important and urgent matter" 
which "cannot be shunted aside." At the 58tli plenary on 

4 

March 12, Habib said he intended "to return to the prisoner 
question until the men receive the humane treatment required 

by international law and by ordinary decency." At the 

» » 

GOth plenary session on March 26, the GVN announced its 

- 

decision to repatriate. 343 sick and wounded North Viet- 

9 

% 

nameso prisoners. 'GVN spokesman Phong said the GVN hoped 


Hanoi was prepared to accept them or at least provide 
.facilities for them to rejoin their families.- We supported 
the GVN decision, saying it was dramatic proof that practical 
steps could be taken to carry out a humanitarian policy 
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toward prisoners, and said we hoped it would clear the 
way to forthcoming actions, by both sides. 

. 70. The other side confined their answers on POVfo 

% 

to statements that their position was already clear, 
that it was useless to discuss the matter further, that 

we wore hardly qualified to speak of "humanitarian” 

« • 

measures in view of all our "crimes,” and that v/e were 

t r 

merely seeking to avoid the questions of principle which 

• i 

they had raised. At the 53th plenary ‘session, the DRV 

I 

suggested that .we were seeking to confine th.e meetings to 

a 

discussion of the prisoner question. They brushed aside 

« 

♦ * 

the GVN.’s latest repatriation offer, saying they had already 

« 

rejected our raising the POW issue. They countered our' 

questioning by repeatedly asking when v/e would accept 

their demands. The 56th plonary session on February 26 

was. the longest on record. At the 57th session on March 

• * 

5, the DRV asked us to clarify the time period for US 

and Allied withdrawal. - 

♦ 1 

71. The other side also gave increasing attention' 

• * 

u 

* 

to Laos. At the 56th plenary, Vy delivered a long rebuttal 


charging the Nixon Administration with sending US combat 

units and Thai- mercenaries to Laos. He charged us with 

seeking to escape defeat in Viet-Nara by extending, the war 

' » 

to all the Indochina peninsula, and crossing new .thresholds 

• • 

• . 

of escalation, thereby increasing the dangers to the 
sovereignty and security of the DRV. At the 58th plenary, 
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ye noted President Nixon’s March S statement making clear 

our support for the independence and neutrality of Laos, 

% 

ft 

and our desire to see a return to the 1962 Geneva Agree- 

4 

meats and the withdrawal of North Vietnamese troops* 

* 

The GYN charged that North Vietnamese military activities 
in Laos gravely threatened not only the' neutrality of 

Laos but the security of the RVN. The DRV attacked the 

* 

President’s statement as showing that the US was following 

. 

0 

the same roiid of deeper involvement that it 'had in Viet- ‘ 
Nam. The other side hailed the Pathet Lao's political 

m 

solution announced on March 6. . In rebuttal, we noted' we 

0 

had already answered the other side's questions on our 


position on withdrawal and political settlement. 

• • 

72* At the 59th plenary on March -19, one day after 


Sihanouk's removal, the other side concentrated on the 

* 

0 

situation "throughout Indo-China." Repeating previous charge 

• i 

on Laos, the DRV also accused us of continually trying to 

i 

sabotage the independence and neutrality of Cambodia and - 

* 

0 

seeking to divert Cambodia from its policy of peace and* 

• • 

neutrality* DRV spokesman Vy charged the US with seeking 
to turn Cambodia into a third South Viet-Nara, thus extending 
the war to all Indo-China. Be made a particular point of 

0 

* • 

saying that in bringing up the Nixon Administration’s 

* 

extension of the war, he had raised a "new - and important 

0 

• ft • 

issue." We rejected their "erroneous charges and historical 

t « 

distortions" about Southeast Asia in their entirety and 

* 
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urged them to return to a discussion of the issues relevant 

% 

4 * 

to the search- for a negotiated settlement, in South Viet -Kara. 

* • 

In rebuttal, the PRO spokesman said that unless we accepted 

their proposals, the South Vietnamese problem could not be 

* 

settled* At the SO.th plenary, we .stated that "Hanoi's 

. * 

military actions on the territory of its neighbors is at 

the origin of the current turmoil in Southeast Asia." . At 

* • 

the Gist plenary on April 2, the other side's statements 

♦ t 

were almost entirely devoted to the Indo-China situation. 

• ♦ 

• « 

They said the Indochinese people would fight U. S. aggression 

until total victory. . . 

• * 

* 

73. At the 62nd plenary on April 9, we stated that 

« 

the other side's pretensions to respect the sovereignty, 
neutrality and territorial integrity of Cambodia and Laos 
were contradicted by the presence and actions of their 

* * 

armed forces there. We noted there had been a marked 

» m 

incroase in the level of the other side's military action 

♦ 

4 

in South Viet-l-Tan and said "these, attacks- aro not compatible 

i 

with serious negotiations." The GVN put on the record a 

« 

quo to from President Thieu's April 6 message to the National 
Assembly recalling his proposal of last October 6 to discuss 
the question of cease-fire with the other side if they 
discussed it seriously-, and reasserting the proposal. 
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74a At the 64 tlx plenary on April 23 we put on the 

» . 

record portions of the President's April 20 address announcing 
the withdrawal of 150,000 troops over the next year, noting 

l ■ 

it was Hanoi's intransigence that had forced us down the 

V ietnamization road, and pointing out the path to a 

1 

negotiated settlement . A political settlement in South 

Viet -Ham 5.3 the heart of the matter . Reviewing the principles 

♦ , 

that govern our view of a just political settlement, the 

« 

President said "a fair political solution should reflect 

» * 

the existing relationship of political forces.” 

75. Tho other side cane prepared to attack and distort 
all aspects of the President's statement. ' Mine. Binh, 

v 

♦ 

attending for the PEG for the first time since March 5, 

said that the rate of withdrawal would be hardly greater 
; * 

than previous withdrawals. Furthermore, by linking the 

i 

pace of withdrawals to the situation in Laos and. Cambodia 

as well as Viet-Kaia, the President was seeking a pretext 

0 

to further delay or even cancel the withdrawals. Also, 
the President had said nothing about the time period for 

4 

withdrawal of the remaining US troops. In the political 

field, the other side pointed out 'that the President had 

. 

continued to evade US responsibility to overthrow Thieu-Ky- 
Khiem. Regarding the President's remarks on relationship 
between political forces, Mae. Binh said that Thieu-Xjr-Khiem 
survive due only to the US troop presence; thus false 
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political relationships had - been created, which the South 

% 

Vietnamese people could not acceirfc „ The DRV spokesman 
said that tho RLE’s Ton Points were the best solution to 
the Vietnamese problem. The other side did not definitively 

4 

reject the President ' s principles, however, 

76. In rebuttal, we expressed our regret that the 
• * 

other side had chosen to distort the President’s address 

• • 

♦ , 

rather than respond constructively to his proposals for 

negotiations. Wo recalled that the President had said we 

* * 

. 

could hot and would not accept their unreasonable demands. 

We said that if the other side did not like V i et namiza t ion, 

they should join us in meaningful negotiations, 

• * 

♦ 

77. At the 65th plenary (April 30) the other side 

. continued to focus on the Xndo-Chiua situation, without, 

« 

however, once mentioning the presence of North. Vietnamese 

troops in Laos, Cambodia and South Viet-Naa. We called 

this "a rare example of duplicity and deception." The. 

• * 

f 

* 

other side quoted at length from the documents of the 
recently concluded "Indochinese Peoples Summit Conference," 
and attacking in particular tho US-supported AEVlf military 
operations in Cambodia. The DRV said the only difference 

between US aggression then and now in Indo-China was that 

• » * 

in pursuance of the Nixon doctrine, the US was sending 
Asian satellite troops instead of US troops to fight other 
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Asians. The GVN defended its operations as legitimate 

« 

measures of self-defense. 

9 i 

78. On May. 6, citing US "aggression" against Cambodia 

and US air attacks against the territory of the DRV, the 

DRV delegation announced that it would not participate in 

the 66th plenary session scheduled .for that day (Thursday, 

May 7, being a French holiday), and that it was postponing 

the meeting until May 14. The DRV quoted the May 2 DEV 
, * 

Foreign Ministry statement charging the US with violating 

our commitment to stop completely the bombing of North 

. 

Viet-Nam, and that US acts "will seriously affect" the Paris; 
Conference, The PRG. delegation announced it "fully supported" 

the DRV decision. .We issued a statement noting that "Hanoi 

4 » 

• • 

has taken upon itself the responsibility for refusing to meet 

■today as agreed. The burden rests squarely on them. We 

* ♦ 

reject the reasons they have given and the false allegations 

* 

that accompanied them. This is further evidence of the 

*0 

• ■ 

intransigence and unwillingness to engage in meaningful - 

* » 

* % 

4 * • 

negotiations which have characterized their attitude here." 
Asked by the press whether wo would agree to meet on May 14, ‘ 

4 

Habib said that in accordance with the rules of procedui-e 

we would communicate our decision to the other side. The GVN 

• • 

* % 
made a -similar statement. 
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79. On May 5, US Delegation liaison officers communicated 

« * 

• * 

to the other side our intention to meet -for the 66th plenary 

4 

session on Thursday, May 14 as usual. The GVN passed a similar 


message. 


80. On May 11, DRV delegation chief Xuan Thuy left Pari 


s 


for Hanoi via Moscow and Peking. He told newsmen that he would 

♦ 

return to Paris “after I am through with, my work in Hanoi." 

81. Succeeding sessions saw the other side concentrating, 
predictably, on what they termed our illegal "war of aggression" 

4 

in Cambodia. They accused us of widening the war in Indochina, 
and as June 30, the announced date for withdrawal of US troops, 
grew close, they claimed, that the US intended to perpetuate 
its presence in Cambodia through use of Saigon "puppet" troops 

and through bombing missions. They also during this period 

♦ * 

♦ 

derided the 11-nat'ion Djakarta conference and emphasized the 
solidarity of the "three Indochinese peoples" in opposing the 
American aggression. 

4 

82. During the 66th and 68th' plenary sessions (May 14 and 

May 28), the DRV also attacked US air actions against North 

* 

« 

Viet-Nam. DRV spokesman Nguyen Minh Vy said that these activitie: 

* 

constituted a "severe threat to the work of this conference" 
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and that if they continued Hanoi would draw the "appropriate 
conclusions." 

% 

83. During these same sessions, our side rebutted the other 
side's false charges about our Cambodian operations with Habib 
citing President's April 30 address. We stressed the limited 
nature of these operations and compared them to the long- 

9 

standing, illegal and massive presence of North Vietnamese troops 

< ♦ 

in Cambodia, as well as South Viet-Nam and Laos. We reiterated 


our side's willingness to negotiate and described our negotiatin 


ry 

t> 


proposals j contrasting this flexible stance with the other side's 
intransigent repetition of its two fundamental demands for 

i « 

unilateral American troop withdrawal and US abandonment of the 
Thieu government to be followed by establishment of a provisional 

coalition government. Habib, in demonstrating our desire to 

• * 

negotiate seriously, drew on the President's April 20 address. 

84. On June 3, PRG/NLF delegation head Madame Nguyen Thi ' 

Binh departed Paris for Viet-Nam, via Prague, Moscow and Peking. 

She left open the date of her return. 

•. 85. In tiie 70th and 71st plenary sessions, (June 11 and June 18) 

Habib told the other side that we are ready to 'negotiate seriously 

"with an. understanding of your legitimate concerns" but "we 

• * 

* 

cannot reach that stage of negotiations when confronted with 

4 

plainly unacceptable preconditions." 
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86. The only concrete developments during this period 

were with regard to the issue of prisoners of ^ar. At the 69th 

« 

session (June 4) the GVN delegation announced the GVN's decision 
to repatriate a number (unspecified) of seriously sick and .. 
wounded prisoners of war by land, sea or air , and asked for 
Hanoi's public or private response on what method would be most 
convenient. ‘As the other side made no specific response, the 
following week during the 70th session, the GVN delegation 

announced its Government's decision to repatriate an initial 

« 

• « 

group of 62 sick and wounded POW's and 24 captured North Viet- 
namese fishermen. The GVN said this would: be carried out on 

* 

July 11, by sea, near the 17th parallel. The DRV refused to 
accept the list of prisoners and fishermen, so GVN spokesman Lam 
read the names of the prisoners into the record. The US dele- 
gation supported the decision of the GVN. During this session 

and others we continued to remind the other side of its respon- 
• • 

sibilities toward prisoners of war, and its failure to fulfill 
them. 


87. The other side's response to POW initiative was to 
refer to Xuan Thuy's statement of last December to the effect tha 

l ♦ 

all "illegally arrested Vietnamese patriots" should be immediatel 

• ( » 

released; those that want to go to North Viet-Nam should be taken 
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to the . 17th parallel or to coastal waters near the .parallel 
and released there. With regard to fishermen,- the DRV delega- 
tion quoted the same statement to the effect that all inhabitants 
of the North Vietnamese littoral illegally arrested in violation 


of DRV territorial waters must be immediately released. 

• , 

88. At the 71st session, the PRG delegation gave a relative!}* 
detailed description of the political provisions of the NLF 
ten-point proposal, and charged that the US is attempting to 

gain a military victory in Inciochina. Habib responded by citing 

, • 

• » 

appropriate portions of the President's April 20 address. 

89. The 73rd plenary session on July 2 saw the other side 
claiming that the US-GVN operation in Cambodia had been a 
failure, and citing alleged heavy losses suffered by US and GVN 

t 

* 

forces. Habib answered, using the Presidents June 30 report 

* 

on Cambodia. He also, drew on the July 1 Presidential televised 

interview to .mention the appointement of Ambassador Bruce as 

* 

• I 

the new head of the US delegation and to point out that this is 
an indication of our continuing and renewed efforts to seek a 
negotiated settlement. 

90. Also during the 73rd session, Habib rejected as incom- 

■ 

» 

» 

plete and unacceptable the recently publicized Committee of 
Liaison "complete" list of US prisoners of war held in North 
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Viet -Nam. During the 73rd and 74th sessions (Ju.ly 2 and 9) 

• * 

the GVN provided additional details concerning the July 11 POW 

• * 

repatriation. 

91. At the 74th session, the other side criticized ac 


again 


the President s June 30 report and July 1 interview. They 

placed most emphasis, however, on the Con Son "tiger cage" story 

which had broken in the press several days prior to the session. 

• « 

■They chatged that both the US and the GVN were responsible for 
the alleged inhumane conditions prevailing in the GVN penal 
system. .They also dealt with this issue at great length in their 
poo t>sc.ssion press con.tGr6.nces, GVN spokesman Lem referred to 
his government's statement in Saigon, said that the ICRC and 
other international groups had visited the prison, and contrasted 

this with the DRV refusal to permit visits to their POW facilities 

♦ . 
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* 

92. The. next three session, (75-77th) presented little of 
interest. They represented largely a holding hetion on both 

sides pending the arrival of Ambassador Brace and the anticipated 

arrivals to follow of the other side's delegation heads. The 

session just prior' to Ambassador Bruce's arrival (the 77th, 

July. 30) was the shortest on record, with the other side's 
statements being pro-forma. 

93. In his first statement, at the 78th plenary session on 
August 6, Ambassador Bruee pointed out that the central issues 
for a negotiated settlement have been identified, and that "Both 
.sides have spoken of the one essential condition for such a 
settlement; that the South Vietnamese people have the opportunity 
to determine their own future without outside interference." 

4 

He extended an invitation to negotiate, without preconditions 
or propaganda, and said that he had come to Paris to "discuss 
all of the proposals we have made both in public and in private 
as well as to discuss the proposals you have made." I n the 
following session, he stressed again our readiness to discuss 
specific matters "through all the means available to us." 

94. Ambassador Bruce did not attend the 80th Session • 

(August 20) because of Xuan Thuy's continuing absence. Habib 
spoke very briefly, emphasizing again our readiness to negotiate.. 

A 
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95. Xuan Thuy returned to Paris on August 26, but did not 
attend the 81st session the following day. Ambassador Bruce 

% 

attended and, in responding briefly to particularly sterile 

statements by the DRV and PRG, said that we continued to wait 
1 

for the other side to abandon propaganda and begin the process 
of serious negotiation. 

* 

' • 96. Xuan Thuy attended the 82nd session on September 3 

t 

for the first time since December .4, 1969. In a lengthy, harsh 

< 

statement, he made it clear -that the DRV position had not changed. 
- » 

He coupled expressions of support for the 10 points and the 

♦ • 

' two "fundamental" demands with attacks on Vietnamization, 

4 

US "neocolonialist policy," our alleged attempts to "negotiate. 

• « 

I 

from a position of strength," as well as the usual abuse of the 
GVN. In view of thp intemperate nature of the statement, 

Ambassador Bruce rebutted by citing (as GVN representative 

♦ 

Lam had done earlier) the recent enemy attack on an orphanage 

• • 

near Da Nang, saying such actions must be "strongly condemned." 

■ « 

97. Xuan Thuy's statement at the next session (83rd) was 

extremely short and more moderate. We continued to stress, 

* 

as we had in previous meetings, that the other side's insistence 


on preconditions prevented any meaningful negotiation from 

. 

taking plac.e. , 
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98. NLF/PRG Delegation head Madame Nguyen Thi Binh returned 

to Paris on September 14 and attended the 84th session on 

« 

September 17 for the first time since April 23. She presented 

the PRG eight point "further clarification" • of the Ten Points. 

« 

Xuan Thuy gave a brief . statement in support, calling Binh's 
• • 

statement a "very important initiative." Lam rebutted, saying 

t 

there was nothing new in the PRG presentation and that if 

progress were to be made, the other side had to be willing to 

• » 

0 

engage in serious discussions with the GVN. Ambassador ’Bruce 
in a short rebuttal, recalled that President Nixon had clearly 
stated the US would not impose any government on the people of 

ft 

ft 

€ 

South Viet-Nam, and that our essential objective has been and 

remains to have' the people of South Viet-Nam determine their 

own future without outside interference. 

« 

99. The other side opened the following week with brief 
statements repeating the gist of the eight points and emphasizing 
their "importance." They urged further study and a "serious 

response" by the U. S. Lam attacked the new formulation in 

1 ' • 

♦ ft ■ 

hard-hitting terms and strongly defended the legitimacy and 

record of the GVN. Ambassador Bruce in his statement said 

• /■ ^ 

"while you have rearranged some of the elements of your earlier 

a 

t 

ft 

proposals and added certain detail to them, it. would appear 


SECRET/NODIS 



73FG4, 1 4 



REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES 


. DECLASSIFIED 

* ♦ 

SECRET/NODIS ■" -47- 

*» • 

4 

that your fundamental demands remain unchanged. " He went 

on to say that it appeared the other side had not abandoned 

« 4 

"the language of preconditions and unilateral demands." He 

* 

restated the U. S. position on political settlement, and in 

i 

, ! 
responding to the other side’s demand for total U. S. withdrawal 

by a' specific date, said that 1 "We continue to favor withdrawal 

I 

of .all outside forces." He said we would continue to study 
the proposals., and would welcome further clarification of them. 

\ ^ * ’• *. Sy.' “ 

• A large portion of his statement was devoted to a strong attack' 

♦ 

l 

on the .other side's treatment of the POW issue. They, particularly. 

* 

•• • Xuan Thuy, reacted strongly and hostilely to this. Among 

.other things, Xuan Thuy cited the DRV reservation to article 85 

f 

of the 1949 Geneva Convention. Ambassador Bruce replied that 

. the DRV reservation did not apply in the Viet-Nam war. Xuan, 

» . • 

Thuy said that while - we could interpret it any way we wanted, 
the DRV interpretation was that it did apply. ' 
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100. At the 87tli Session on October 8, Ambassador Bruce 

formally presented President Nixon’s five point peace 

• * 

initiative of October 7. The GW Delegation made a 
supporting statement, saying that the proposal had full 
GW agreement and support. The other side was harsh in 
its ’’preliminary" analysis. We said we "will awa i t with 
interest a more thoughtful response from your si.de to the 
proposals we have made". 

101. In' succeeding sessions, the other side made abundantly 

% 

clear its ."categorical" rejection of each point of the 
President's proposal. At the 89th Session, they said that 
"only" on the basis of the Eight Points could a settlement 
be reached, and repeated this in subsequent sessions. 

102. During this time, we vigorously criticized the other. 

side for their completely negative response. We described 

• • 

the universal praise the October 7 proposals had elicited 
throughout the world. We pointed out their generous 
nature, and contrasted them with the intransigence of the 

Eight Points. Thuy reacted at the 91st Session on 
November 5 by claiming that President Nixon had attempted 
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to deceive the American people with his October 7 

• 

proposals, but had failed-, as evidenced by the November 4 
elections. Ambassador Bruce commented that such distorted 

analyses proved "how little you understand our democratic 

, • 

process". Thuy later in. the session accused President 
Nixon of "lying" to the /meric an people, and made other 
personally derogatory remarks. Ambassador Bruce responded, 

"I would like to say to the Chief of the North Vietnamese 
Delegation, his choice of words and his attitude in these 
last few minu'tes with regard to President Nixon, is 
shameful and completely inadmissible. At least,' one should 
be courteous if one cannot be quiet". 

103. The 92nd Session, scheduled for November 12, w as 
postponed for a week as a result of the death of President 
DeGaulle. 

104. During the next several weeks, the center of attention 
was U.S. aerial activity over North Viet-Nam. Following 
the shooting down by the DRV of one of our unarmed 
reconnaissance planes, at the 92nd Session on November 19, 

we stated our long-standing position on aerial reconnaissance. 

« 

Both the PRG and DRV condemned this policy and Secretary 
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Laird's statement of November 13. - On Novevaber 23, the 
other side communicated to us through liaison officers 
its intention not to attend the 93rd Session scheduled 
for November 25 and to hold it instead on December 3. 
They cited as a reason for this the "extremely serious 
acts of war November 21 and the morning of November 22 
grossly encroaching on the sovereignty and security of 

the DRV. . . . We subsequently communicated to them our 
agreement to meet on December 3. 


105. The 93rd Session was a long, bitter one. The other 

m 

side, without mentioning the Son Tay raid, condemned our 
November 21 attacks at length. They denied repeatedly 
that any understanding existed, on aerial reconnaissance, 
and said that the U.S. would have to take full responsibility 
for the "grave consequences" of the attacks for peace and 
the "future of this conference". The U.S. would be 
punished by the DRV for all its acts of aggression. They 
continued this criticism during subsequent sessions. 

106. For our part, at the 93rd Session, Ambassador Bruce 
reviewed our policy on aerial reconnaissance. He said 
the Son Tay raid resulted from our concern over reports 
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we had received of prisoner mistreatment. He referred 

to the recent UHGA resolution on POW's, and proposed 

that the ICRC or any other qualified observer regularly 

visit POW camps in both North and South Viet -Nam, both 

* 

sides to be guided by its recommendations . 

107. During the next several sessions,- our side continued 
to stress the POW issue and to condemn the other side's 

t 

position. At the 94th Session, the GVN proposed the 

exchange of all North Vietnamese POW's held by the GVN 

in exchange for all GVN "personnel" held outside Viet-Nam 

and all U.S. and Free World personnel held by the other 

side in Indochina. We approved this and suggested a 

meeting the following day to discuss it. The other side 

rejected these initiatives. At the 96th Session on 

December 23, the GVN announced its intention to repatriate 

side and wounded North Vietnamese POW's upon the occasioii 

of Tet. The other side reiterated its standard position 

that the US -GVN should release all the "patriots illegally 

held" and allow them to go North (where they would be 

• > 

received) or stay in the South. Throughout, v/e criticized 
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the other side strongly for its behavior on the. POW issue, 
and accused it of using the men as '-'political pawns". 

108.. At the 94th Session on December 10, Madame Binb. 


delivered an "important declaration on cease-fire", the 
PRG three -point proposal. She repeated it the following 
week, lauding also the 10th anniversary of the founding, 
of the NLF. In response, we reviewed the U.S. October 7 
proposal for cease-fire, and said the PRG's proposal 
still represented the other side's same two preconditions. 

i 

It was also at the 95th Session, that Xuan Thuy said that 
if the United States did not agree to June 30, 1971 as 
a date for U.S. withdrawal, let it propose another "logical 
and reasonable" date for consideration by the parties. 


From then on, this became a common theme. At the 96th 

I 

Session on December 23, Thuy delivered the so-called 
"mystery paragraph" in which he said that if the U.S. 
accepted the PRG cease-fire proposal and ended all acts 

4 

violating DRV sovereignty and security, "then the parties 
can immediately enter into discussion on the total 
cessation of the war... and on respect for the fundamental 
national rights" of the Vietnamese people. The next week, 
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however, Thuy did not use this terminology and specifically 
reasserted both "basic demands", i.e«, U.S. troop withdrawal 
and the ousting of Thleu/Ky/Khiem. 

109. In our year-end statement at the 97th Session on 
December 30, we contrasted our serious negotiating proposals 

with the other side's propaganda and one-sided demands. 

At this session and the following one on January 7, 1971, 

V7e hit hard at the other side's treatment of POWs, 
criticizing specifically Hanoi's continuing failure to 
provide complete information (referring ‘to lists they had 
recently disseminated) as well as their exploiting the 
POWs for propaganda through a recently staged television 
film. The 99th Session on January 14 was also acrimonious 
with regard- to the POWs. The GW, after furnishing details 
of the January 24 repatriation of 40 side and wounded DRV 

4 

prisoners, tried to hand over a list of these men to the 
other side. This was refused. We then asked for information. 


on our men missing in action, and attempted to hand the 
other side a current list of our PQW/MIAs. We had done 
this before at the 48th Session on December 30, 1969 and 


SECRET /NOD IS 


7iri; a. i 4 


DECLASSIFIED 






REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES 


SECRET /NOD IS 


declassified 


54 


the other side had accepted the list. This time they 

* 

refused to take it, so Ambassadors Bruce and Habib read 
the names of the 156 men not on the previous list into 

t 

the record. 

* 

s 

110. During this period, there were several other 
recurring themes. The other side portrayed our POW 
initiatives as "maneuvers" designed to hide our lack of 
response to their "basic demands". They attacked 

Vie tnami za t ion and the GVN, and also criticised our 
activities in Laos as widening and prolonging the war. 

We responded by emphasizing the other side's massive 
presence and illegal activities throughout Indochina. 

Lam frequently defended Vietnamization, and described 
the successes and progress of the GVN. 

111. The 101st Plenary Session, which would normally have 

been held on January 28, was postponed until February 4 

« 

because of the Tet holiday. 

112. The 102nd. and 103rd Sessions on February 11 and 18 

as well as succeeding ones saw the other side concentrating 

* 

on criticism of the Laos operation. We explained our 

• • 

position and cited, among other things, Souvanna Phouma's 


declaration. 
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113. Madame Blnh absented herself from the talks starting 

with the 104th Session, on February 25 and did not return 

* * 

until the 108th on April &. Xuan Thuy was not present for 

♦ 

the 105th Session on March 4 and did not return until the 
109th on April 15. Their protracted absence was explained 
as a protest against alleged U.S. acts of war and threats 
against the DRV. During this period theother side con- 
tinued to attack us on Laos, criticizing President Nixon ' s 
foreign policy report and other high-level' Washington 
speeches and press conferences on Laos and Indochina. 

For our part, at the 106th and 107th Sessions on March 11 
and 18, we had opening statements of only four and three 
sentences, indicating that we were here to negotiate, and 
were ready to do so whenever the other side decided to 
change its attitude. 

* ♦ 

114. On March 24, DRV liaison officers came to. the 

Embassy to convey the DRV decision not to attend the 
108th Session scheduled for the following day. They cited 
"grave acts of war" against the DRV by the U.S. as 
justification. They proposed scheduling the meeting for 
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April 1. He later conveyed our intention not to attend 

* 

April 1 and counter-proposed meeting on April 8. The 
DRV phoned on April 7, indicating their agreement. 

115. Madame Bitih was back for the 108th Session. 

Ambassador Bruce presented President Nixon's decision 

to withdraw ari additional 100,000 troops from South Viet- 
Nam between. May 1 and December 1, 1971. He reiterated 
the October 7 proposals and repeated the President's 
statement in his speech the night before calling on Hanoi 
to enter into serious negotiations. Lam presented the 

GVN proposal for direct repatriation, or internment in 

* * 

a neutral country, of able-bodied prisoners of war held 

for a long period of time. He also reiterated the GVN 

* * 1 

proposal of January 26 for the immediate and unconditional 
release of all side and. wounded POWs who wish to return 
to North Viet-Nam. We expressed our support. 

116. During the next several weeks the other side, in 
its statements varied its phraseology in such ways as to 
leave the illusion of greater flexibility while, in fact, 
not changing at all. They never, for example, despite 

all nuances, moved from their statement in the Eight Points 
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that they would "discuts" ROW release once we .set a date 
for U.S. troop withdrawal. ♦ These changes were apparently 

attempts to take advantage of growing anti-war sentiment ' 

« 

in the United States. They were combined with severe 
attacks on President Nixon's policy and descriptions of 
the pressure allegedly brought on him by U.S. and world 
opinion. 

117. At the 108th Session on March 15, Xu an Thuy marked 

his return from Moscow by delivering the DRV Three Points 

which he called "concrete proposals". Thuy said that if 

the U.S. gave a "rapid and positive" response to the Three 

Points, " a rapid return home would be possible for 

captured military personnel and for military personnel now 

participating in the war". Madame Binh said that if the 

* 

U.S. sets a deadline for withdrawal of its troops, "other 

questions such as cease-fire and the release of captured ' 

military personnel can be settled in an adequate manner". 

At the 110th Session, Ambassador Bruce described the Three 

Points as the same old unacceptable preconditions, and 
■ 

contrasted them with our October 7 proposals. 
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